SOCIAL PSYCHOLOGY

action is not clearly envisaged, but there is nevertheless
some conscious reference to some goal, there is some germ
of desire directed to the future; and since the strivings
we experience range in a series without breaks or sharp
difference in kind from those that are purposeful or
purposive in the fullest sense to those that have only this
vague direction towards a goal scarcely defined in con-
sciousness, we may validly extend the term "purposive
striving7' to cover the whole series. In this extended or wide
sense of the word " purposive," then, the simplest instinct*
ive actions of men and of animals seem to be purposive.
And it is only by recognising the continuity of the series,
and the essential similarity of type between the higher or
explicitly purposive forms of striving and the lower and
simpler forms, that we can understand the development of
the higher out of the lower forms of striving in course both
of individual development and of racial evolution.

This division between those who regard all human
and animal action as purely mechanical and those who
recognise purposive activity as something radically dis-
tinct from mechanistic causation is, I say, the deepest,
most significant, division between the schools of psycholo-
gists. In contemporary thought it takes the place of the
older divisions between materialists and spiritualists or
idealists, between psycho-physical monists and dualists,
between parallelists and interactionists. I do not assert
that these several oppositions of opinion or theory are
identical with one another, but that the opposition of
purposive to mechanical interpretation of human action
is the form taken in contemporary thought by a funda-
mental opposition which at different periods has assumed
these various forms.

And the modern formulation of this opposition, as
that between purposive and mechanical psychology,
differs from the older formulations in that it makes no
claim to metaphysical or ultimate validity; rather, it
remains upon the plane of science and leaves to meta-
physics the task of deciding whether the distinction
between purposive and mechanical processes is ultimate
and final, or one that may be resolved by showing that one